State of California Califarnia State Lands Commission

MEMORANDUM

To: Livin Frabhu Date: July 8, 2004
File: WS7TT 2

Frorm Eill Scott and Mohan Dadlani

Subjectt COMMENTS ON ELLWOOD MARINE TERMINAL NOP SCOPING
DOCUMENT

Yenoco, Inc. is leaseholder operating the Ellwood Marine Terminal. Venoco has
applied forthe renewal of lease, until February 28, 2013

On page 2 of the scooping document, the MT has been described as consisting of:

an irregular six-point mooring system located at an approximate water depth of 60 feet,
2600 feet from shore. Two buove (one 30-nch diametar spheare buoy and one hose
rmarker buoyl

It is suggested that the Draft EIR clarify this description of the MT with the help of a 11
diagram given in the Operations Manual.
It is also suggested that additional information such as the latest Bathymetric Survey be 1-2
provided in the DEIR for better understanding of the mooring area.

Offshore is one word, not hyphenated| 1-3

The last paragraph of item 4 on page 2, states that CSLC has jurisdiction over the
offshore component of the pipeline. Under an MOLU with the California State Fire 1-4

Marshal dated 04/30/2003, C5LC was granted jurisdiction over both the offshore and
onshore components of the pipeline.

In Part 4, first paragraph, next to last sentence it states the terminal has "a maximum
barge loading capacity of 56,000 barrels”. | can't figure out what that means. | 15

Cosmetic: throughout the document, sometimes Project is capitalized, sometimes not. | 16
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Htate of Califormia California State Lands C ommission

MEMORANDUM

To: Livin Frabhu Date:  July 9, 2004
Supervisor, Regulations, MED
File: WW977T7 2
Fram: Martin L. Eskijian, P E.
Supervisor, Engineering Branch, MED

Subject:  Engineering Comments - Elwood MOT Lease Renewal

Avi and | have reviewed the Elwood NOP Scoping Document, draft dated July 14,
2004, The following comments are provided for consideration:

1. Figure 1is missing.

2. This is the last of the 10-year lease renewal options —what happens if Venoco
suddenly decides not to proceed and terminate operations before the 10-year
period has expired?

2. Suggest a separation of section 61.5 into geological and separate out structural
integrity (call it Engineering Issues) for the following section.

Suggest deletion of "such as corrosion” and put into the following section on
structural integrity. Delete reference to tsunami damaging structural components.
In 60 feet of water, the effects of a tsunami on a mooring system are minimal.

Forthe section on structural integrity of the mooring system and the pipeline:

a. Inspection of the chain and anchor systems is critical, and if not maintained
colld fail.

b. Severe metocean conditions may exceed the operating parameters of the
mooring system, and cause a failure of a chain or anchor.

C. Pipeling issues include intemal or external corrosion, free spanning, vortesx
shedding, corrosion, possible impact and pulling from misguided anchors.
The adequacy of cathodic protection systems should be carefully inspected
and evaluated.

d. Fatigque of mooring jewelry, chaing and fittings is an important consideration
that should be evaluated during maintenance intervals.

e. Take the last two bullets of this section and move them into the structural
inteqrity section.

4. Section 6.1.6 — suggest inclusion of the following:
The EIR should address conditions where the barge (with tug) must depart the terminal

due to severe metocean conditions, the possibility of vessel impact while transferring,
and the operational condtion of the equipment (electricalimechanicalifire
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detection/suppression) on the barge. (lsthis facility a possible terrorist target, and 210,
should this be mentioned at this time?) cont.

Many of these comments need to be formatted into the template of the
Scoping Document. | would suggest that we get another chance to edit the text, before
it qoes out.

211
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Tuly 28, 2004

IfannaF. Brand

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Awvenue, Suite 100-South
Sacramento, CA 95825

subject: Eequest for Eeview of Motice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Eeport for the Venoco Ellwood IWanne Tenminal Lease Eenewal (Venoco,
Inc)

Diear MMz Brand

Air Pollution Control District staff has reviewed the subject project notice of preparation,
which 15 a proposal for renewal of the Venoco Lease (Lease PEC 3%904.1) for an

additi onal ten vears until February 28, 2013 This would allow Venoco to continue
operation the Ellwood Marine Terminal, which 15 a crude o1l marine loading terminal and
assoctated storage facility. There will be no impacts on air quality in Ventura County,
therefore we have no comments to submit on the project.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. If vou have any questions,
please call me at (805) 645-1426 or by email at ghoadi e crn

sincerely,

Alicia Stratton
Planning and Monitoring Division
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Santa Barbara County
Air Pollution Control District

July 242004

Ms. Marina B. Brand

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-South
Sacramenta, California 95825

Fegarding:

Dear Marina,

Yenoco Ellwood Marine Terminal 10-Year Lease Renewal NOF (State Qil and
Gas leasze PRC-3904 1)

The Zanta Barbara County Ar Pollution Contral District (APCD) appreciate s the opportunity to
provide comments an the Motice of Preparation of a Draft EIR (MOF) for the above-mentioned
project. YWe have reviewed the Project Description and Scoping document pravided and we
have the following comments:

1.
2.

Wye concurwith the scope of the Air Quality section, in general.

Additionally, the DEE should evaluate odor and nuisance impacts associated
with the failures of the seals on the onshore storage tanks, as well as failures of
the wapor recovery unit (WELD), ar of the |. C. engine driving the VELU compressor
on the dedicated barge. Also, please address odornuisance potential at the tall
end of a routine barge ail loading operation when the YEU iz compressar is shut-
down.

A health risk impact asseszment for air toxic emissions dunng narmal barge
loading operations should be performed. The potential impact of hazardous air
pollutant releases resulting from an oil spill during barge Ioading should also be
discussed.

Asthe barge, tug boat and assistvessels are all equipped with dieselfired, non-
road {and essentially uncontrolled) internal combustion engines, please evaluate
the potential of these emission sources to violate the nitrogen oxide ambient air
guality standard.

If wou have any guestions, | may be reached at 805 861 8893 or «djiidsbhoaped o

Sincerely,

Yijaya Jammalamadaka, AICH
Alr Cluality Specialist
Technology and Environmental Assessment Division

Cc. TEA Chron
Project file (venoco Ellviod Marine Terminal)
5. Mukhdrji, APCD
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LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF SANTA BARBARA, INC.

328 East Carrillo Street, Suite A e-tmail; Fay shesiic o oom

santa Barbara, California 93101  TELFAR (B05) 965 2422 wowowr heew 58 aliErh Ara B

Statement to the State Lands Commission on August 3, 2004
Subject: Venoco Ellwood Marine Terminal Lease Renewal

| am Connie Hannah, speaking for the League of Women YWoters of Santa Barbara.
Ower the years the League has expressed concern over a number of serious issues
related to various parts of this oll project, from serious hydrogen sulfide releases from
Flatform Holly to continuing objectionable odors from the Ellwood Processing Facility .
The public has made almost constant complaints about this project for years, and it was
forced to shut down in 1999 because of a series of major accidents.

The Ellwood Marine Terminal presents special problems. It is the only oil producer in
California still barging oil, and doing it through the Santa Barbara Channel, a valuable
marine resource area. Hannah-Beth Jackson's AE 16, which mandates pipeline
transportation of offshore oil for California, makes this a non-conforming use. The land
uses for this project are also non-conforming, and its placement now represents a very
serious threat to a sensitive population.

Forty wears ago no one understood the concept of a hazardous footprint when this
Terminal was put in place. During these years the |sla Vista Elementary School was
built within one mile of the oil storage tanks, and now houses 500 young children. The
University Children's Center, also within one mile, serves 100 infants and wery young
preschool children. Within that same mile are the University's Family Student Housing
and Faculty West Campus housing, designed for young families with small children.
This is the largest concentration of very ywoung children anywhere on the South Coast,
and they are wery sensitive receptors.

In January of 1997, at the annual meeting of the American Public Health Association,
research was presented that indicates that hydrogen sulfide (H2S) can cause lasting
damage to the central nervous system, even in extremely low concentrations. Children
are particularly vulnerable to such low level effects, according to that research.
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Fage 2 League of Women Yoters Scoping Hearing Comments

In discussing the Scope of the EIR on page 3vyou have noted that "there is a
reasonable possibility of an ol spill occurnng from the operation of the EMT and the
offshore loading facilities during the 10year renewal period.” Y ou go on to discuss the
environmental hazards that this poses, and we are of course concerned about them.
Eut we think that the danger to this large concentration of young children must also be
addressed by the EIR. Any spill could create a fire or the release of toxic petroleum
fumes.

Any leak or spill would cause the very obwiolus threat to the ocean environment and the
Devereux Slough, but could also cause a personal threat to all the children and adults 58
who live so close to the Ellwood Marine Terminal. Forthose reason, the League
believes that this lease should not be renewed. We thank The State Lands Commission
for holding this scoping hearing here in Goleta, where the problems are most visible,
and best understood.
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From: "Malone, John C 3PL"™ <John.C.Malonefspl0l.usace.army.mil>

To: " hrandmislc.ca.gov' " <brandmislc.ca.govs
Date: 8/5/04 10:394M
Subject: Hotice of Preparation (C3LC EIR WNo. 730)

Hello Marina,

I received a copy of the subject notice regarding the proposed
renewal of Venoco's lease. As long as the project is only renewal of the
lease and would not include any new structures or work in navigable waters
[i.e. upgrades or repairs to the existing structures), they would not need
any new permits from the Corps.

Cheers,
Jack

Jack Malone, Ph.D.

Fegulatory Branch, Los Angeles District
T.53. Army Corps of Engineers

2151 tlessandro Driwve, Suite 110
Ventura, CAL 93001

[805) 585-2146

[805) 585-2Z154 Fax
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'STATE OF CALIFORNIA Arnold Schwarzeneqgger, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL ROOM 364
SACEAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-4082

(916) B57-5390 -F ax

W arina Brand

August 6, 2004

California State Lands Commission
100 Howve Avenue, Suite 100-Saouth
Sacramento, CA 958325-8202

RE: SCH# 2004071075 -PRC-3904 1 Elbwood Marine Terminal Lease Renewal, Galeta, Santa Barbara

Caunty

Cear Ms. Brand:

The Mative American Heritage Commission has reviewed the Motice of Preparation (MOF) regarding the ahove
project. To adequately assess and mitinate project-related impacts on archaeological resources, the Commission recommends
the fallowing actions be required:

+f Contact the appropriate Information Certer for a record search to determine:

If a part or all of the area of project effect (APE)Y has been previously surveyed far cultural resources.
If ary knowen cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

If the probability is low: moderate, or high that cutural resources are located in the APE.

If a survey is required to determine whether presiiously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage isthe preparation of a professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be
submitted immediately to the planning department. Allinfarmation regarding site locations, Native
American human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential
addendum, and naot be made available for pubic disclosure.

The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.

Caontact the Mative American Heritage Commission for:

A Sacred Lands File Check. Check completed. The following recorded archaeological sites are on the
Sacred Lands File, located on the Goleta USGS Quadrangle: CA-SBA-38. CA- SBA-42. and CA-SBA -
60. For specific information regarding these sites contact DNA Cultural Resource Consultants. The
address and telephone number are on the attached Hative American Contacts list.

A list of appropriate Mative American Contacts for consuttation concerning the project site and to assist in the
mitigation measures. Native Amerncan Contacts List attached.

Lack of surface evidence of archealadical resources does not preclude their subsufac e existence.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)Y

£15064. 50, Inareas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a cedified archaeologist and a cuturall affiliated
Mathve American, with knowledae in cuttural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered arifacts, in
consultation with culturally affiliated Mative Americans.

B-41

T3



CC

Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of BMative American human remaing in their mitination
plan. Health and Safety Code £7050.5, CEQA §15064.5(r), and Public Resources Code 5047 93 mandates
the process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other

than a dedicated cemetery.

Sincerely,
N L
Fob Wood

Environmental Specialist Nl (916) 6534040

State Clearinghaouse
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HATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Santa Barbara County
August 6, 2004

Chief Joseph Ballesteros

5811 Lone Fine Flace Chumash
Faso Rohbles, C A 93446 Salinan
(808 238-2784

Ernestine DeSoto

1027 Cacigue Street, #4 Chumash
Santa Barbara, C A 93103

(B05) 962-3598

Beverly Salazar Folkes

1931 Shadybrook Drive Chumash
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 Tataviam
B05492-TI55 Fernandeno
Ol Clan

D, Kote & Un A-Lul'kaoy Latah

438245 Sapague Road Chumash

Bradiey , A 93426
(805) 4729536

Santa ez Band of Mission Indians

vincent Armenta, Chairpersan

P.O.Box 517 Chumash
Santanez, C A 93460

WA S DS A NRE SR UM,

(209 688-7097

(B03) GEE-95T8 Fax

Puilulaw khus
2001 San Bernardo Creek Chumash
Maorro Bay , CA 93442 (B05) 77 2-0574

Julie Lynn Tumamait
365 Morth Pole Ave Chumash

Ojai, C A 93023

fturmarnait@hotmail.com
{805 B46-6214

This list is current only as of the date of this document.
B et 2T B P B Y B T o B B DT S T R Lo e Ly piealth and
L R e e & e s e 0l B ST p 2 Ayt for the proposed
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HATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Santa Barbara County
August 6, 2004

Fatrick T umamait

992 El Caming Corto Chumash
Cijai , A 93023

vanahea @@ aol.com

(805) 640-0481

(805) 2161253 Cell

San Luis Obispo County Chumash Council
Chief Mark Steven Yigil

1030 Ritchie Road Churmash
Grover Beach, C A 93433

chiefrmyigil @i, net

(805) 481-2461

(805) 4744729 -Fax

John RuiE

1826 Stanwood Drive Chumash
Santa Barbara, C A 931 03

(803) 9652083

John Sespe

FP.0. Box 303 Chumash
Pala, © A 92059

(B19) 74222274

Gilbert M. Unzueta Jr.

a7l Citation YWay Churmash
Thousand Daks, CA 91320

(808) 3757229

Dra Cultural Fesources Consultants
"Ahisha' Diane Marie Garcia

P.CO.Box 129 Chumash
Carpinteria, A 93014

DMARSBEa0lcom
(805 635050 Cell

Stephen William Miller

188 Caragena Chumash
Camarillo , A 93010

(805) 484-2434

This list is current only as of the date of this document
e 2 B P B A B T Y T e 8 T DR PR R Aoy Ly e atth and
D D A R L R R et e i e A 19 Sl TRsouice s Aspessent for the proposed
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HATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Santa Barbara County
August 6, 2004

Santa ez Tribal Elders Council

Adelina Alva-Padilla, Chair Woman

F.0. Box 365 Chumash
Santa¥nez , C A H3460

elders@ santaynezchumash. org

(805) 6E8-84~6

(805) 6931768 FAX

Caral A, Pulido

14011 Lockwood Yalley Rd. Chumash
Frazier Park, © A 93225

(6E1) 245-3081

Fandy Guzman -Folkes

3044 East Street Churmash
SirmiValley, A 93065-23929 Fernandena
TradfineT =Enninm@i com Tataviam

(802 739206 Shoshone Paiute
(805) T97-5605 (celh Y agui

Chatles 5. Parra
P.0. Box 6612 Chumash
Cnard, CA 93031

(305) 340-3134 (Celly
(305) 4535-0431 (Home)

Richard Angulo
1222 Potter Avenue Churmash

Thousand Oaks, CA 91360
(B05) 4932863 MM ork)
(B05) 4932163 Fax

Santa ¥rnez Band of Mission Indians

Laura Ray, Tribal Administratar

FP.O.Box 517 Chumash
Sanmtanez , C A 93460

Iray g santaynez chumash.net

(305) BEE-7997
(305) BEE-95T8 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

and Datehy ot A2t S0a Y B R E BRI B ot e Bods ands Bection aUl ab Bf the PUkIe Hesourtss Cat

This list is only a%licable for contacting local Mative Armericanswith regard to cultural resources assessment for the
proposed SCH#F 2004071075 -PRC-3904.1 Ellwood Marine Terminal Lease Renewal, Goleta, Santa Barbara County.
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Fobert Sollen
5410 Cameo Road
Carpintela, CA 93013

Fhone 566-32929
e-mail soilsnEnrnsidng g

August 6, 2004
Marina B. Brand
California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue  Suite 100-South
Sacramento, CA 95825

Fe Yenoco Ellwood Marine Terminal Lease Renewal

Dear Ms. Brand:

| was unable to attend the scoping hearings in Goleta on Aug. 3, but | want to
make the following comments on the terminal lease renewal.

The impact report should include a hazardous materials footprint map, clearly
indicating the geographic range of potential impacts from the continued use of the
terminal. The areais a source of constant reports of odors from the area. These
should be acknowledged.

The report should describe the structure of the barge and the towing
arrangement. It should explain how the oil is transferred from pipeline to the barge.

Yournotice of preparation includes a lease history. Undoubtedly this will be part
of the impact report, but other historic segments should also be reported. That would
include the county's rezoning of the property, making the terminal non-conforming even
before itwas purchased by Venoco, county efforts toward amortization of the
processing plant property; and State legislative action to require future additional oil
transportation by pipeling.

These matters are not directly environmentally related, nor do they prohibit
present operations. But environmental considerations were among the major state and
county considerations in taking these actions.

Thanlk you for the opportunity to express these viaws.

Sincerely,

Fobert Sollen
Ey the Sea
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August 11, 2004

IfannaF. Brand

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-Zouth
Sacramento, Ca 95825

Venoco Ellweod Manne Terminal Lease Benewal
HMotice of Preparation

These are my comments in regard to the Venoco EMT MNotice of Preparation.

There 1z no descniption of the barge. How old 1z 1t? What iz its condition? Isit single or
double hulled? Only double hulled barges should be used to provide a higher level of
protection for the coastal resources. Our coastis too precious to risk. Does the barge
have an engine or means to steer itself? Ifthe barge does not have an engine, what means
does it have to maneuver shoul d it break loose from the tughoat? The ability to steer and
control the barge 15 extremely important. Is there some backup for the tugboat if it
develops problems?

In the project description vou list the amount of o1l the barge holds and the loading rate
which suggests that it takes 14 hours continuous pumping to load the barge. Is the
pumping continuous? If not, what are the hours of operation? If pumping 13 done at
night iz it wisually monitored for leaks and spills? What mechanism 1s used to monitor
the 240 foot long rubber hose for leaks? Where 15 the equipment located that would be
needed in case of aleak or spill? How long would it take to get the equipment on site?

The EIE should address the issue of air pollution from the tugboat's engine. Does the
engine run while the barge 15 loading? Itis my understanding that the barge hasno
engine. If the barge has an engine, it should be consi dered.

Has there been any detenioration of fish or wildlife hakitat dunng the lifetime of the ERT
that 1z attnbutable to this facility?

One thing that needs to be considered 15 that there will be an increased number of people
living 1n close prozimity to the ERIT. Both the University and the County are processing
plans for housing adjacent to the facility. Thiz iz part of the EllwoodiDeverenx plan.
There are several day care centers and an elementary school nearby. Children are much
more sensitive to and affected by pollutants than adults.

Does the EMT meet all current regulations? If not, how long has it been out of

compliance? “What 15 the record of the facility on non-compliance and how long has 1t
taken to bring itinto compliance.
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Ibelieve the County Fire Department 15 short of staff due to budget problems. The
ability of the fire station clozest to the facility should be evaluated to see if they are
capable of adequately handling any problems.

The facility should not be permitted to increase the number of barge tnps per month.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the Motice of Preparation.

sincerely,

Barbara 5. MMassey
7912 Winchester Circle
Toleta, C& 93117
(B05) 685-5968
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August 12, 2004

To: Marina K. Brand
California State Lands Commission (C5LC)
Erandmi@slc.ca.goy

From: Diane Conn
Frogram Director, Citizens for Goleta Valley

Fe Venoco BEllwood Marine Terminal Lease Renewal
(State Ol and Gas Lease PRC-3204 1)

YWie appreciate very much that the C5LC has required Venoco to do an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) in order to assess the impacts of the lease renewal. The issues
seem to fall into four categories: operational considerations, the risk of a spill or a oil
tank fire, or other serious accident, the age of the facilities and the change in
circumstances that have occurred since the lease was initially granted. VWe would like
the CSLC to consider the following questions and issues in the EIR.

Aging Facilities
Maost of the Ellwood oil facilities are more than 40 years old.
YWwhat is the operational lifetime of the equipment being used to store, load and transport
the oil?
I Wenoco currently using the Best Available Technology (BAT)?
If not, can this be considered as an alternative?
YWihat are the impacts of using a single-hulled vs. a double-hulled barge?
Do the oll tanks meet current specifications?
YWhat would happen if the barge became disconnected from the tughoat?

In stormy weather or high seas?
ls the current maintenance on these facilities adequate?
l5 it monitored by an agency or third party?
In the event of a spill, when is the clean-up equipment effective and when is it not?
Wihat are the resulting impacts?
YWhen there was a spill at Platform lrene, (1997, 1 think), the equipment was not
effective, and the operators failed to use it to protect the mouth of the Santa Maria
Fiver, resulting in loss of wildlife and impacts to the estuary, the river and beaches. This
Is an example of how clean-up equipment is not always reliable in spill clean-up.
This same spill was a result of the platform operator overriding safety equipment which
properly shut down due to aleak. Could this same behavior result in a spill at COFR?

Changed Circumstances

The following housing developments are maoving through the approval process, and
while the exact number of units may change, these developments will increase the
number of people that will be living near the lease and cil tank sites, and using the
beach, and therefore impacted by the lease operations.
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Al d'Oro at Ellwood: @ 62 units at the northwest corner of Santa Barbara Shores Parlg
UCSE has proposed 387 housing units at the Morth and YWest Campuses and Ocean
Meadows has proposed a 61 unit housing project.

The biological resources at and adjacent to the barging and oil tank sites have been
documented as part of the Ellwood Devereux Joint Proposal (EDJP). These documents
can assist the SCLC in assessing the biological resources that are being impacted by
the lease operations. Some threatened and endangered species have flourished in this
area, increasing the need for their protections. Furthermore, the value of these
resources has increased, due to habitat [oss as a result of urbanization.

Some species of note are:

YWestern snowy plover and least tern are both nesting at Coal Oil Point Reserve (COPR)
and Sands Beach. (see hlloooaisiooinLusnrs.org! for additional information an
biological resources).

YWhat would be the impacts if the barging increased to 4 or more trips per month?

Operational

YWihat are the impacts of pampas grass and other exotic species in the lease area to
biological resources,

YWwhat are the impacts of lighting at the barge and oil tanks to wildlife? Especially to
nocturnal birds.

Are emissions from the barge or hose or pipeling measured at the point of escape? If
not, how are any emissions measured?

Are there releases or spills during loading and barging?

If 5o, 15 this due to technology or operation?

Does the ARPCD station at COPR detect hydrogen sulfide?

If not, should it in order to safeguard people at Sands Beach®?

ls the station sited sothat if there is a release on the barge, the loading operations or
the tanks, the station would detect it

How does the wind direction factor into this?

Could the station be better sited to detect releases?

Accident

Wihat is the hazard footprint for an accident?

There are a number of facilities that care for children within close praximity of the tanks,
including: Isla Vista elementary School, Devereux School, and the UCSE pre-school. In
addition, there are families, including children living at the YWest Campus housing units.
How are these people impacted by the barging and tank operations? Are would they be
impacted by an accident or fire at the il tanks or barge?

How would the following sites be impacted in the event of a significant spill’?
Sand's Beach

Coal Oil Point Reserve (COPR)

UCSE Marine Science Institute

lsla Vista Beaches between COPR and Campus Point

Wihat would be the long-term and short-term impacts on the ocean and shore ecology?
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=Since the oil spill at Prince Rupert Sound in Alaska, studies have found that the oil,
especially the heavier ol drilled off our coast, remains longer on the sea floor and is
mare toxic to the ecology than once thought. We would like you to review these studies
when assessing what the impacts waould be with regards to an ail spill’

Thank you very much for your consideration of this matter.

Uyyhen | find the studies | spoke to you about at the hearing, | will forward them to you.

Fage 3 of 3
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Get 0il Out!
PO Box Z36Z5
fanta Barbara, C&a 93121

August 12, 2004

Marina R. Erand

State Lands Commission

100 Howe Awvenue, Suite 100-Zouth
Gacramento, 958Z5

Dear M=z, Brand:

I want to thank the #tate Lands Commission staff for holding a public
Scoping Hearing in Goleta on August 3°° regarding the Ellwood Marine
Terminal (EMT) Lease Extension being regquested by Venoco, at which
et 01l Cut! submitted oral testimony.

A2 you may know, 00! was founded shortly after the tragic o0il =spill
that occurred in the Zanta Barbara Channel in 19&5%. It is=s
interesting to note that, 35 wears later, we are still dealing with
the impacts of oil development that began years before the EBlowout of
Blatform & in 1969, &ool iz not only committed to monitoring new
proposals for o0il development, but is also working to ensure that oil
companies continuing to do business in our precious Channel operate
in the =safest possible way. In that light, 00! submits the
following scoping comments on the Ellwood Marine Terminal Lease
Extension.

Firstly, it 1= most critical that the Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the Lease Extension include a specific project description
or limit on the number of barrels of oil that can be loaded from the
EMT per month. The Notice of Preparation only indicates a
description of the current practice, but leaves the gquestion of a cap
unanswered.

A2 you might suspect, the grawvest concern that GO0l has is the risk
of an o©il =spill and the envirommental damage that could result. A
thorough safety analysis of the aging facilities that are part of the
barging operation, including the storage tanks located on the
Uniwversity of California’s property, 13 critical and must be included
in the EIR, as well as reviewing the barge itself, which we
understand iz single-hulled only. HNumerous problems in the past hawve
bheen directly attributable to aging facilities, including the
pipeline o1l spill which occurred between Platform Irene and the

shore 1in 1997.

B-52

11-1

11-2



While the hazard footprint of the two storage tanks was ewvaluated in
1397, these tanks are now over 73 years old. It 1=, therefore,

Marina R. Erand
August 12, Z004
Fage Two

critical that their current condition be analyzed. An assessment
should be made of any upgrades that would be necessary to ensure
their safety for the next ten years, should the lease be extended,
especially giwven the over 500 homes currently heing proposed for
construction in their proximity.

The EIR must also take a comprehensiwve look at the numerous changes
that have occurred since this lease was last renewed in 1983. One of
at least two important changes i1s the designation of the Western
snowy plover critical habitat, by the U3 Fish and Wildlife Service,
directly onshore from the location of the marine terminal. The
Western snowy plover 13 a federally listed threatened species which
nests on the beaches of the Coal 01l Point Reserwve and forages up the
coast from that area, in front of the Ellwood Mesa property.

Another important change 1s that the 137 acre Ellwood Mesa will soon
become a coastal bhlufftop park, owned and managed by the City of
Zoleta 1n conjuncotion with an adjacent currently owned city park. &
large portion of the Ellwood Mesa property has bheen designated as
envirommentally sensitive habitat. The acquisition of Ellwood Mesa
iz part of a comprehensive plan, the Joint Proposal for the Ellwood-
Devereux Coast that will ultimately result in the preservation of
over 600 acres of sensitive open =space. The storage tanks that serwve
the marine terminal are located in the center of the area to be
preserved.

Finally, a review of air guality and the odors that occur during the
loading of the barge are also critical, especially given the fact
that usage of Ellwood Mesa will increase once it is publicly owned.
In addition, the owver 500 homes being proposed as part of the Joint
Proposal will bring more residents to the area who will certainly be
attracted to Ellwcood Mesa and the nearby heaches. Anyone who has
bheen in these areas when the barge 1s being loaded =can attest to the
strong, extremely unpleasant odor that emanates from the marine
terminal/ barge. Finally, the continued wisual impacts of the barge
sitting so close to shore must also he evaluated, again, in the
context of a new publiczly owned park which will hawve increased usage
owver the next ten years.

Thank wou for your consideration of these comments. GO0l looks
forward to rewviewing the Draft EIR for the Ellwood Marine Terminal

Lease Extension.

Sincerely,

Abe Powell
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Abe Powell, President
AP:cdf
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August 12, 2004

Manna E. Brand

Staft Envirenmental Scientist

Division of Environmental Planning and Management
California State Lands Comimission

100 Howe Awe. Suite 100-Zouth

Sacramento, CA 95825

Project: Wenoco Ellwood Marine Terminal (EWT)
Lease Eenewal (State Oil and Gas Lease PEC-3904,

Diear MMz Brand

In addressing the Elwood Marine Terminal (ERMT) the California State Lands
Cotmmizsion [(CSLC) needs to constider all components that are directly connected with
each other and to the EMT via pipeline.

These are: Flatform Holly, Elwood Cnshore Facility (EQOF), the Jovalan barge and Line
96.

WVenoco is afactlity thatisin legal non conforming use The same applies to the ERT
onshore (see Attachment & from the Energy Division Eeport to the City of Geoleta). The
end effect of extending the EMT s lease for the proposed 10 years 1s to support the
continnance of a nonconforming facility. There 15 a potential for negative impacts from
such a support.

If thereis an eventin the ELIT the “sensitive receptors” are located nearby at the
TTniversity Children Care Center, the Isla Vista School, alzso in residential areas like the
Faculty and Student Housing.

Because of the need of tnore housing there are multiple projects pending that will
increase the population 1n the area of Venoco's facilities Here are some of them:
sandpiper Eesidencies at present under liigation, Comstock Homes on the Mesa, TCSE
Faculty Housing on Ellwood Shores.

El Encanto Heights, Elwood Shores, and Isla Vista are frequently subjected to odor
releases. Depending on what causes the odors this can be considered a health 12sue or a
nusance. Complaints are not only from one person. I strongly urge the CSLOC staff to
take alook at the frequency of the complaints: Check the logs of 211 calls as well as
those of thedir Pollution Control District (APCD) and Fire Department.

The CS5LC should also look into the reports of

13 the County Systems Safety and Eeliakility Eeview Committee (SSEEC), Attachment
B thiziz only two pages of one report)

21 the Safety Inspection Maintenance Cuality Assurance Program (SINMOAFE)

3 the Energy Division repotts to see the deficiencies that have been reported and
uncovered.
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In the NOP Scoping document for the lease renewal it states on page? paragraph 3 “The
upland (onshore) portion of the EMT includes the onshore oil loading line, two 65,000
kbl (hormal capacity) crude ol storage tanks, a pump house, a 10.000 kbl firewater tank
and a 2 375 inch diameter water supply pipeline.”

In the proposed final Mitigated Megative Declaration of Line 96 leak detection system
(Attachment ), states that the ERT consists of two 80,000 barrel -crude o1l storage tanks
(with &2 000 effective capacity each). Why is there such a big difference in the numbers?

The closest earthquake fault, the IMore Eanch fault, 13 approzimately 1500 feet north of
the site. This fault 15 an active fault and the Southern part intersects both

tanks (Attachment C 1)

The maximum probable earthquake tmagnitude for the More Eanch faultis 6.5

Can the two storage tanks survive a significant quake on this fault?

In anearby residential area the hospitals are being retrofitted, so it seems logical that
these two tanks that contain more then 2 5 million gallons of ol each should alse ke
retrofitted. If those tanks mupture or catch fire we could be dealing with a massive
catastrophe in a populated area.

On page 2 the water supply pipeline has a diameter of 2,275 inches.
Has anybody checked if
a) 10,000 barrels of water are encugh to combat a fire in the area’
k) Isthe pressure sufficient in this line?
When was a fire dnll last done in the ERTY

Has the following scenario been considered:

The barge docks in the area; iti1s loaded; there 18 a storm. The barge gets separated from
the tugboat during the storm and one of two of the anchor wires break. Isn’t the barge
then at the total mercy of the ocean? What type of spill would happen 1f the loaded barge
fractures or sinks?

The barge iz single- hulled, but for safety reasons it should be mandatory for it to be
deuble- hulled. Is there any rule in place for the barge notto anchor when storms are
predicted? If not, please consider such arequirement if the lease 1z extended.

We also need to consider the health effects of the EMT emissions containing FPhi
(Particulate Matter), Mitrogen Oxides and EOC s (Eeactive Organic

Compounds) Enclosed are attachinent E and F from the EPA health and environmental
impacts of P and OZC

According to a Status Eeport from the Energy Division dated 4-28-04 Venoco fatled to
operate line 96 leak detection system for appromimately 170 days from Oct 13, 2003
through Apnl 1, 2004, Energy Division Staft dizcovered that the 24 h flow deviation
parameter was not functioning (Attachment ).

Again the CELC needs to evaluate reports of all the incidents at these Venoco facilities,
as they are all connected.
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The EMT 15 situated adjacent to the Tniv, of T4 Coal Ol Point Eeserve, habitat of the
threatened snowy plover and also the Devereux Slough and Environmental Sensitive 1212
Habitat Area .

An eucalyptus grove on the property west of the ERT suppotts one of the County’s 12-13
largest over wintering aggregation of monarch butterflies (Attachment C)

For these reasons and more the C5LC should take a very careful look before allowing a
facility like Venoco to continue operations in a sensitive environment next to popul ated
areas.

Ingeborg Cox D
82 Warwick Pl
Foleta, CA 93117

P51 am sending via certified mail all the attachments and the signed letter as discussed
with vou via e-mail
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Energy Division Status
Report to the City of Goleta

May 3, 2004

Venoco Facilities Map




Venoco Facilities

Facility Operator | Status Lead Agency
Platform Holly | Venoce -- State Lands
Eilwood Pier Venoco & -- State Lands
_ Exxon Mobhil
Eifwood Vehoct Nonconforming -tCitg.r
Onshore Facility | : .
Ling 96 | Venoco & Confarming City & County
. | - | Exxon Aobil
Eliwood Marins
| Terminal o :
. onshore ; Uénuco Nanconforming lCuunty
offshore | Venoco - o | State Lands *
421 Cil Piers | Venoco - State Lands
421 Pipeline Venoco Conforming City |
Bird Island - | ARCO - State Lands

Nonconforming Rules

+ May continue as is

» May not expand, enlarge or extend

+» May not encourage survival

» Very limited exceptions
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SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
BOARD AGE\TDA LETTER .' ﬁg'i:u'da Number:

I'repared om:  4:21,/04

Depurtment Name: P&D
Depariment No.: 055
Acenda Dater 37404
. Placement: Ewepartmoeatal

Cark 21 the Boerd ¢ apervizots Estimmate Time: <2 minures |
105 E. Avsprsnu Steet Suite 407 y - : O
Ranty Bebara, (4 24101 Continued ltem:

{27%) 368-2240 TfYes, dare From:
AR OTUFER RS W niperdom Repare
&1 Quarter Repot Fal] 2063 L0

TO: Board of Supervianrs

FROM: Valentin Alexeeff, Director of Planning & Drevelopnrent
SYaky SEE-
CONTACT: Steve Chase, Deputy Director, Foergy Division (x2320)

Ann CGrant-McLaunghlin, Plaoner (x8058)

SUBJECT:. (raartesly Report for Enersy Platform/Facilit Inspections, Audits, & Drifls

Recommendationfs): Thal the Board of Superv’sors: Receive end ¢ this iﬁfmnnatianz_ﬂ Eemeni on
inspections of offshore plaforms in the Sanla Barhara Channel and Santa Masia Gi¥shore Busin, a5 wail as
anshore and pear-shore factlities that process, ztore, and lramsport Troduct.

Alignment with Board Strategic Plan: The recommendation aligns with Goal No. 2 - A Sa% and
Healthy Commumity In which to Live, Worlk, and Visii.

Excenitve Saummary aud Discussion: . On August 26, 2003, the Baaed of Supervisors received a reporl
and preseetation from the Energy Divisicn, along with the 118, Minerals Management Scrvice, reintf::i to
offshore platfﬂrm mspection. The Board directed staff to monitor the type and ftequency of inspections by
- public agencies. Thc Board also directed that a quartar]y repoc? of such be prepared. This [eport tracsmits
inszeciion data and information regarding offshore plafomms in federal walcrs of the Sapta Barbara
Channed and Sarta MMoga Dﬂcllme Basin. as well as onshore anc pear-shore facilities (ul process, store,
and transporn product. The fnsxection information ts for the fourth quarter of 200% (October to Decamber?.

All inspection date and information comrained o the Quarterly Eeporl have been volumarily submitted,

This. has been a cooperative effort with the 1.8, Minerals Management Service (MM%). The melhods,
resalts, adequacy. end verification of platform jnspections by the MM are regulated by Federal standards.
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'Inspccﬁmz Bepaort - Fall 2003
Agenda [ate: May 4, 2004
" Page

Svstems Safety and Relinbility Review Comanittec (SSRRC)Y

In 1981, 4 new state of (he wrt catvrsl gas processing plant was commissionzd on he Gaviota coasl. Ths
project met every building, air quality aod fire code regulation and received approvals from dozens of
repulatory agencies. Yet, when the plant delivered gas to the utility transmission svstem, a citical
treatment process failed. The gas containce Hydrogen Suifide (HaS). Furthermore, gas analvrers placsd in
ihe sales gas line also failed. Hazardous levels of H:S were introduced into a regionat disiibution system.

The incident demenstrated a need for independent process engineering review and safety/risk analysis of
lhis class of oil and was facility. Thus at the reguest ‘of the County Bulding OilTieial, the Board of
Supervisors established a spedial commitee of technical .experts 1o review the svstem safely nspects of all
largre, complex oll and gas projecds throughout the county, The Syslems Safery wnd Relfubility Review
Committee (SSRRCY was eventually formed (o identify. and require comection of dasigy and operetonal
bawrurds ut (hese Lypes of fucilines. Moreover, the 35RRC was delegated authozity W oversee the Salely
Inspection, Mainteriance and Chmlity Assurance Program (SIMQAL), including andits of maintenance
records, repeir records, raining recogds, nesr-miss reporls aod incident reports.

The SSRRC Quurterly Repori Table (Exhibit Z, éltached) shows the 10 on-shore/near-shore facilities that
are aonually inspected and suditcd. The SSRRC bas sot dutes for completion of any deficiencies and
reviews progress @i monthly meelings. A summeary of deliclencies s as follows.

FAa{TERTY PRIGRITY § PIOGERITY 2 OUTSTANDING | QUTSTANDING
AUBITiTEMS ALDIT ITEMS PRICGRITY ] PRIGRITY 2

Argueilo Gavidta fr 8 i} 3
Frocessing Plant .

GTC Gaviota O . 1 ' l t 1
Storage Pacility ' .

ExzomMohil Processing H {) ' G L]

Plan: (; Las Flores i

Canyon

POFCO Gas Flam @ ( . 0 G G

Las Tlores Canyen . : '

Nuevo Lomipoc 1# ! 10 : 2 | 2
Proccssing Plan B ' [ i

Hallador Cuyama ] : & & t 5

{75z Plant R L e :

Ureka Santa Maria 11 11 , z 3
Asphalt Refinery . ;

ConocoPhillips Pipelinss | 3 & 3 &

and Pump Stations

North Cornty _

Venoon Ellwood Onshore 3 1 ] 3 o
Frocessing Facility

Vinoco Elfwooed 1 ' 7 ¢ 0
Maring Terminal !
 TOTALS 37 1 61 11 29
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT, ENERGY DIVISION

Proposed Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
Mobil/Veroco Line 96 Leak Detection System
00-FDP-003 (RV(1)/93-FDP-024 (RV(3)

June 30, 2000
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MobiltVeaen Line 86 Leal LDvioction Systeny Cose #0000 BVET A5-FDP Sad: V0T Ao 2 2004
Fropaosed Fingl Mivipared Nepetive Declaretion ’

Fupe
B | Tabic 5.1 Site Information o
al=Fllwood Onshorc Fucility (EGF)

) b=Elwood Marine Terminak {EMT).
Comprohensive Plan a} Recreation
LX:signation h) Planned Developineit, 351 units
Zoning Pstri¢t, 1} Recreation, Article I, Environmentally Sensitive Habitar Buoffer
{rdinance overlay .

B b} Planned Residental Development, 351 units maxirmum
Site Size : ay 4.46 acres
by 17 acres

Present Use & . aj Oil and gas processing facility
Dievelopment h) Gil storags, marwe terminal, aad open space

Surmounding UsesZoning | ay Railroad and HWY 10 o the north; Bell Creek and the Bacara
Resortto the west, Sandpiper goif conrse and beach to the south;
Sandpiper golf course to the east. '

b) Ocean Meadows zolf course to the soth; eucalyptus imove and
Monarch Point Rescrve (proposed residential developrment)
property to the west, pond, duncs and beach to the south; Coal il
Point Preserve and Devercaux Slough o the east. '

Aceoss a) Hoilister Avenue, [acility access roagd at Sapdpiper Golf course

b)) Starke Road, facilily access road {locked sate). ]
Pubdic Services Waler Supply: Ooleta Water Disivict

Sewapgs: Guoleta Sanitary District

Fire: Santa Barbura County Fire Department (Statjon #11}

50 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The prrposed work would take place within two existing industial facilitics,

The Ellwood Onshore Facility (BOF) is locared in Bell Canyon, and at 20 feet above sea level, is
topographically lower than the surrouadimg hotel site, ratiroad corridor, highway and golf course.
The Bell Canyon watershed envers approximately £.2 sguare miles along the southemn flank of
the Santa Yner Mountains. Bell Creek mns along the western boundary of the gil and gas
processing plant, 10 to 15 fecl below the facitity elevation, sad opens ap to the Pacific Ccean
roughly 260 vards from the southern facility boundary. ‘The closest known fanlt ta the site is the
More Ranch fault, Jocated approximately 2,000 fect south of the site. The facility containg
process equipment for treating crude oil and gas received from Platform Holly. An existing
administraion building aod conirol rovm are simated in the center of the facility. '

The Blwood Marine Terminal {EMT) is situated adjscent to the University of Caltfornia’s Coal Ol
FPourt Reserve and Devereaus Slongh, a pond and coastal dunes, & grove of eucalyptus trees, and
the Ceean Meadows Golf Coarse. The EMT comprises 17 scres of leased Jand within the
University’s 170 sore parcel, approximately 500 fest from the shoreline bluff at an clevation of 60
Teet above sea level. The arca has unusuvally high ground water ranging from 5 to 8.5 feet from
groumd surtace. - 'The closest tanlt, the More Ranch fanlt, is approxamately 1,500 feet north of the
sile. The Terminal consists of two 80,000 barel crude oil storage tanks (with 69,000 bb effective
capavity each), a 10,000 banel fire water tank, a pumnp house, :nd related piping.

B-64



Mol VWenoeo Line 64 Leok Detoction Svzem, Cose F00. FE 003 BVOT 05 FOP.OX 7V03)

Froposed Final Mitipared Neparive Declaraticn
Faze I

Juna 300 2000

Faten. Reviewpd
- . Unloaavm Simnif. LT
VYill the proposal resuli in: Paten. and © | Mot | Prevtus
. A Himaif, MiHp, Shroil Dl
k. Introducticn of any factors (light, fencing, noise. b4

hurnag presence and/or domestic animals) which
would hinder the normal activities of wildlife?

EXISTING CONDITIGNS:
Ellwand Onshore Facility

The EOF is an industrisl facility located immediztely adiacent to Bell Crock, approximately 200
vards from the beach, Bell Creek, an Envirenmentally Sensitive Habitat, sapports several sensitive
aquatic species, including the federally histed tidewater goby (Endangered) and California red-
lepeed frog {Threatened). The beach and dunes sauth of the facility are home to the globose done
hectle (Staie Species of Special Convern) and a winter population of western snowy plover
(Federally Threatened).

Llwooed Marine Terminal
Flora

The EMT 1s surruaodead by open space, suppotiing vatious nalive and non-natve vegelaton
types, ‘Thess imclude apanal and perennial prasses, coastal dunes, voastal saee scrub, coaytal
haff scrob, and eucatyptas woodland. Vegetation within the fenced tank farm is mawed for fire
SUppression purposes on a regular basis,

A fire water tapk s located approximately 43 feet to the southwest of the propoesed excavation
area. The henmedl contwinmmenl area sumounding the fire water tank contains a concenfaiton of
southern tarplamt (Hemizonda parryi ausfralis. Southern tarplant s also scuttered tmoughout the
facility site, outside the tank containment bertns. Southemn tarplant Is inchuded in the California
Native Plant Society’s “Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California,™ :
(Skinoer and Pavlk 1994). Southern tamplant is found on List 1B, the highest lovel of sensitivity
classification short of formal *rare™ or “endangered” designation, The plant occurs in local,
scattered diszribution along the South Coast of Santa Barbara Coupty. Tt is typicaily found in
association with scasonal wetands. Daring periods of heavy rainfall, the tank containment
basing at the EMT teraporarnily fill with water. Draining or evaporation of the water within the
basins mimics an ephemeral wetland regime, creating ideal conditions for Southern tarplant.

This mayv ¢xplain the wousually hiyh density of tarplant within the EMT facility. Areas of dense
turplant concentration wilhin the facility have been previously flagged or delineated with stakes
and survey ribban, so that they may be identifind and avoided while perfurming periodic

maln bemance Work.

Fauna
The Ellwood area supports a diverse wildlife community. Predatory birds sech as the white-
tailed kite, red-shouldered hawk, red-taited hawk, Cooper’s hawk, American kestrel, great-

bomned owl. and ban owl are unssually comamon. The Nurthern herrier, peregrine falcon, and '
burrowing owl are vecasionally seen. Resident mammals include the Sotta’s pocket popher,
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oA THOR FEws DEYELOPRIENT AND
Hroaoon Mess Ormw Spaan Pram BIR

Older Alluvium (Qoa} forms the sucficial steata over most of the upland terrace mesas. it
consists of marine and non-matne wrrace deposits (Diiblslee, 1966, 198710, Recent Landshde
depasirs (18] are Incally found along the sea clitf. Younger Athreiam [{a} 13 common along
Davereux Creek and 16 mibututics, us well as other lomstving arcas. Mystuarine siles and elays (Qe)
are ewpised o the tdal flals of Devereus Slough and Goleta Slough, Beach and dune sands
fJ%) are Found on beaches and near the mouth of Deverevx Slough. Finalky, artifteial fill (Af) is
found on wolf courses and in many areas that have been developed on tormer wetlands andd
other low-lving ateas,

4.2.1.2.3 Local Faulting. At least three nugor faull cones cross the projece area (refor ro
Figures 4.2-2 and 4.2-%. These fauls inclede the South, Ceneral, and Nowth branches of the
Mowe Ranch £l ‘These faults are copth-dipping veverse fankts which clevate the madne teerace
oh the mesa from te Gaoleta Valley o the north, They are visible on the sea clits, and o the
vase of the Mrrth Branch More Ranch fault, have clear geosnorphic espression. The Monh
‘Branch More Ranch fault is mapped by Dibklee (1987 wby), Olsen (19721, Minor et al, (2002
and CGurrotz (2HE) as treading theough the central portion of the Ocean Meadows Golf Course,
To the west, the hayging wadl anticling of this faule forms the Lllwood Odl Fleld resenvoir, which
produced approximately 100,000,000 barrels of oil from 1428 w 1471,

Taae Soulhy Branch Mare Ranch Gl passes th_t-:iugl.l the general vicinity of the above ground oil
tanls in the Ellwood Madne Termina®, as mapped by Gurrela (20073), The Middle Branch MMors
Ranch fault parallets the north and south branches, and lies sbouwt balfway between thetn
{Hoover and Associates, 19843 The South Branch More Ranch 1aull teporiedly culs the 43,000

Spatan 4.2

Creiogy oo
Tamatopie
ey

vear martne aorracc at the University, and &5 thus ¢onsidered porentially actve. The soate of -

activity of the Middle Branch of the Move Ranch faul* is unknown, but the basal testacs deposiis
ate offset by the faull on Hllhwond Mesa, supgresting that it is also potendally active,

Dilsblee (19067 inlicares displacement of both recent and older alluvial deposits along the North
More Ranch faslt. Holocenr movement of this fankt ts suggested by noith-facing fantir scarps
that ate présent on the east and west ends of this 9 mile-long faule The uplifted coasta tesus
(Blwood, Devereus, lsla Visr, University, and More Mess) occut o the south of this (ol as 2
resuli of duull movemens. Ta the cast, it conneets with the Mission Ridgs-Arroyn Parrida faalr
IR,

The Sanra Barbara Counry bafery Bletnenw considers the Mose Ranch faudtls) to be active.
Hirwaever, the More Raoch faull bas not yet been zoned as an actve faule by the State of
Califonia Jeunings, 1994}, Based on scachff exposures, geomeorphic eapression, and ail well
data, the North Branch of the Morc Ranch faalt 18 Lkely the most active strucnare in the More
Ranch sl sysrem. e locally warps, folds, and faolts the 45,00-year marine terrace plafon
and owerlying allowal sediments fromn Bllwood w More Mesa (Gurrela, 20003). Gurrola et =l
12003) comsider the More Ranch faull o e porentially acdve. Tugro Wese (2003) suggeses the
Morth and South Branches converge oo the cast of the University near the fornrer Mescalitan
Istand, Fugro West does not recognize the Middle Branch of the fault, The Norh Branch of the
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Mote Ranch fanle i3 located more than 200° sowth of the proposed Comstock Homes
Development, and no knowa faults cross the proposed project site,

A SO-looe offser for human occupaney structures was proposed by Hoover and Associates
{1984, TYR5) for patentally actve fuuies, including the More Ranch faules descrbed herein. This
15 the same selback as the Stare of California’s offsec disrence for active faults. A S)-foot offset
tequirement 15 also consistent with the County of Santa Barhara Seismic Safery Eletnent, whi;r.h
suggests that the appropriare scthack distauce fronn the trace of 2 faull would be vaniable,
depending on conxliions, bus notmally would he s Teast @ minimutn of 50 feet on each site of

the sheared ¢one.

Some geotogists have sugsested that olher feules, sech as the Nosth Ellwood faole, the Coal OL
Point fault, and ether nonamed secondary Faulrs, cross the Open Space Plan area {Hoover and
Associates, 1985; UCSB. 1990 Fugro West, 1996, 2(03). Based on a review of these PHrUviOs
stadies, and recent confirmatory {leld investipations conducted for this TR, fhis B1R .'JI]_'JJ,:_.,-HE:;
contdudes that the Narth Ellwoeod faulr is part of the Narth More Ranch fan't «ome, rather dian
a separate steuciure. This interpretation is consisrent with Dibter (19874), the USGS (Minor et
al,, 2002; and Gurrola, 20035, The Coal O Point and other unnamedl secondary faults have not
been confirmed and have not been tecognized by fennings (1894), THbblee (2987 a,b). Gurrala
(2003, o Santa Burbava County (Moore and Taber et al, 19703, This EIR analysis conciudes
that these tanits are acrive, sclsinogeLlc stooctures.

4.2.1.2.4° Seismigity. Santa Batbuta is located in & seismieally-active arga (Melauren and
Savage, 20013, The western Tramsverse Ranpes have expetienced numerous seismic events over
the Tast two centuties, incloding a few bistoric lavge-seale {magnimde =6.0) events such as the
1812 earthquake. ‘I'he 1812 evenl hud o probable magnitude of Mw=7.1 (I'nppozada el al.,
19813, and may have ocounred offshore or on the San.Cu}-etunc'; faclt o the enst (Dolan and
Rockowell, 20013 or the Sanea Ynez River fault w the northwest (Sybvester, 2003, H}-‘]‘.’-"L’.St{-jl' and
Darroa, 197%), Other destructive samhquakes stmck the Sania Butbura and Goleta deea in 1857
(San Andreas fault, Mw=38.4), 1025 (Sanra Barbaya vidsity, Mw=6.3, possibly More Ranch or
Mesa faule), 1927 (Mw=7.3, Hosgri faul, offshore Pt Arguelic), and 1978 {(Mw=5.9, oflshore
Notth Channat fauld),

Regional onshore faults that can be expocted o cause sedsmic shaking in the project area duning
an earthquake include the Sao Andrezs Faolt {32 miles from airc), and the Sastz Ynez Taul and
Santa Ynex River Faubt (10 miles feom site), Both of these faclts are considered acdve (Dibbles,
1966). The San Cayetann blind thrust favll poses another significant seismic hazard. Tc is 2 hlind
fault, likely buried approximately 10 12 km heneath the site (Namson and Davis, 1988, 1990).
The oftshore Pitas Poine/Narth Channel and Red Mountain fauits (5 and 16 miles from the site,
respecively) also are coosidered active and would cause seismic shaking at the site duting an
carthquake {Fioxall eL ul., 1995). Finally, the Oak Ridge Fault and the Channel lslands ehrse pose
sigmificant offshore seismic sources (Shaw and Suppe, 1994; Sorlien er al., 2000),

4.2 KBt Tuveraudadzin Pib e OBt o+ & e 4,02 Caokogy. o=

B-67



LA TOOE Mones DEVELORMENT AN
EELWOOD MESA DPEN SrACE PLAN BIR

The mawamum probable magnicude of an carthquake along an active, or potentalivy active, faaly
may e calcubated as 4. function of the faull's tonal length or ws a funcdon of the Gl surface aea
el and Coppersmith, 19%4). The maxdowm probable carthquake for ‘bulhbng design
detgrminations thar could theoretically be produced by cthe More Ranch faule alone is a
maximum credible earthquske mapnirude of 6.3 (Hoover and Associares, 198550 THowever,
Gurrala g1 al, (20077 consider the More Ranch fault as part of an extended fault svstem that
includes the Mizsion Ridge and Arrova Parida faults to the east This entee faulr svatem has a
lengeh of abour A4 miles. Given o nuprure Tength of 449 miley, the Meore Ranch-Mission Ridge-
Arrovo Parida faukr system is capabile of generating a masimum credible earthouake maglﬂtudé
of abouat 7.2,

Damage froey an carthauake o the More Ranch fault woadd cccar trom groend: shaking creared
by serstmic waves traveling through rock and soil. 'The amcanre of shaking 15 measured as ground
accelevalion al the rate of pravity (). The acceleration onsite is a lunciion of eurthquake
magn.itud_c:; site distaoce fromm the eacthquake sonvce, and rock and <ol orpes present on the site.
[Meower and Associares (P984) sngoesred that the More Ranch faulr comld generare a |'!¢"..’-IL';
Lealrock acceleraion of (L3¢ g A lager magninele earthwgrake on the ofllshore Noreh Channel
faull coutd penerate ground accelesations of about 075 g out the site (Hoover and Assodates,
1955}, Damage o wood-frame soocnsres and undoergroand  uthnes can be cxpecred o he

considerable with these vround aceelerations,

Bazed on 3 review of these previcus studies, and recent confiomatory field investgerions
conducted for this BIR, this EIR analysis concludes that it is more reasonabie to use estmared
ground acesleradony from Caltrans (Mualching, 1996). "Fle Caltrans seisome hazard map 5%[.‘:‘11’..‘1
that the peak ground accclerations on bcdr{:clt.hcncath the preject area 1y approximanly (L6 g
although higher peak accelerations can be generated locally.

421,25 L_HEM Tigackacton is & vapid loss of steength e water-satarated sandy
soils produced by yround shakityr during an eurshguake. Selsmic waves can increase ntergranular
pote pressure and casse a rapid Joss of beuring strengrh. Poorly consohiduted coarse soils 2nd a
water talle within 20 feet of the ground surface are prerequisires for tlis phenomenon to occur,
Lo coastal areas and alluvial veblevs are most susceptible to louefacton

The Counly of Santa Batbara (County) identdfies the Ellwood atea as having low to meoderate
" lguefaction hazard (Moore and “Taber et al., 1979 However, arcas of heach sand, the broader
area of the Deversux Creek botcom, and areas undeslain by estuarine deposits in the present and
former Devereux Slough could have a high liguefuetion potendal if unconsoliduted sand layers
cxist below the watcer table at shallow depths.

42.1.2.6 Flooding. Surface hrdrology and flooding are addressed in Section 4.3.
4.2.1.2.7 3Jlope Stabijlity. Various trpes and deprees of slope instahility are part of the
natural weathering and cmostonad oecles of an area. TFactors conodbuting oo slope tstalaling

include ropography, bedeock and soill Lypes, bedrock onentadon, precipivadon, vegetadon,

AN DML 0 PLEb: DdGeckon 4080 + 12 Carlig s doe 427
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wistern harvest monse, Califurma vole, Califorsie ground sguirral, brush rabbit, siriped skunk,
raccoon, red fox, and coyote. Reptiles inchede the westenn feace Hzard, common kingsnake, and
grrpher snake. Puctfic choras fiogs and western toads are among the resident amphibydan species,
A euvalyptus grove on the property west of the EMT suppurts vne of the County’s largsst over-
witlering apgregations of monarch hutterflies.

INPACT DISCTISSION:
Project Consiruciion
Ellwsod Qushorve Facility

There aze ao signilicant biclogical resources within the BOF faeility. In onder to install the new
instrumentation at this location, Mobil would need to dram crede il vut of the pipelins at the
inetering poinis. This work would take place near the center of the [fucility, approximatelv 300
feet from the cresk. Al pipeline-draining activities would be conducted with catch hasins,
sorbent materials, and other contaimment ineasures to prevent and capture any spifts. With (hese
pracations, the likelihood of a spill is extremely remote. Therefore, it is anlikely that this werk
wonld have any adverse imipacts o scnsitive hinlogical resources in the project viciaity.

Ellwond Marine Termt nal

a. « €. Pomenrially sigrificant impacts conld veeur as 3 resull of this project i southern tarplants
are disturbed or kiiled dutiag comstruction. However, all aspects of the constraction edfort at the
EMT (i.e. access, trenching, soil stockpiling, backfilling) would be performed within e facitity
boundaries. Mo work wenld occor within the firewater tkank containment area, whera the
sonlhern tarplant is most concentraied. Staging wonld he limited 1o the access road 1o avoid
isturbing or removing additional plants. A pre-construclion meeting for all workers would
inchide i presentation by the County EQAP moniter on southern taplant identification and
avoidance. The EQAP monitor would also be presont perjodically to verify that no plants are
being harmed. Tmpacts would thus be mitigated to a less than sivnificant level.

. & e. Impacts to vegetation would oocur die to ground disturbance at the EMT. These
impacts would be reduced with the incorporation of mitigation measures. Specifically, wopsoil
would be salvaged, segregated from subseil, preserved, and replaced once the work is com rleted.
in addition, surtace vegetation will be scraped from the work area pror to salvaging the topsoil,
This material, containing the natural seedbank, will be conserved and will be redistributed uver
the affected work area to aid in revegetation, Reseeding would follow the replacement of the _
topsoil and seedbank, No trees would b2 disturbed by the projeet. In addition, excavatine work
shall oevur prior to the rafny season 1o minimize the potential for of{site mpacts.

Groundwater may be encountered during excavation. Steps would be taken to contain any wet
eXcavited materials and water world be condnuousty pumped into a temporary tank during the
trenching activitizs. If this water were contaminated and discharged onsite, there would be a
potential for biological impacts. To eliminate this possibility, wround water encountered would
be tested for hiydrocarbon contamnination. If testing identifies contarmination, the water would be
trucked offsits for proper disposal. If testing ideatifies no contamination, water would he
discharged at the EMT, Mitigation measures including straw bale filters would be made to
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U.8. Environmeniaf Protecticn Amnﬁy
Six Common Alr Pollutants ;
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Particldate Matler causes & wide variely of haath ard envitommental inpacs,
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U.8. Environmental Protaction Agmy
Six Common Air Pollutants

Parmifdinng | CopleelUe | Brgleesan  Sesrchi)...
Ef® Hore = A & Rpdlatip) = Bagie Irfpamation = mmmu Hlipoen Sreidas = F ledth and Envroninesdsl kypsohs of MO

Parfculate Matter Health and Environmental Impacts of NOx

Garben Momelda
Mt Ouides MO causes a wide variety of heatth and emdronmenial mpacls becawss of verigus compounds
MFgaan L and dgrivatae in the famihy of nitogen oxidwe. incledayg ntmygan disxie. nilric acid, nitrus

Suifur Dioaida arxide, nErates, ang nitric o,

:TW o i | Grogund-level Crone (Smag) - is farmed wihen NCx and volatile
Folluizms organic compounds (WOCs) react int the presence of heat and
Air Homapage sunlight. Children, pecple with iung discases such as asthima,
-gnd people who work or exercise outside are suscepfible to
adverse effacts such as damage to lung fissus and reduction in
lung function. Czone can be transparted by wind currents and
catse hesith impacts far from original sources. Mitlions of
Americans live in areas that de not meet the haalth standamds for
gone, Other impacts from ozone inclide damaged vededation and
reduced crop yields
Acid Bain - NOw amd subur dicxide reaxst with other substancas in
the: alr to fosm aclds which fall to earth a5 rain, fog, snow or dry
particles. Some may be carmied by wing for hundreds of milas.
Acid rain damages; causes deterioration of cars, bulldings and
higtorical moauments; and causes takes and sireams 1o become
acidic and unsuitable for many fish.
Padicies - NOx reacts with ammonia, moisture, and other
compourids to form aitric acikd and related particles. Human haafth
woncarns ingude effects on breathing and the respiratory systen,
damage to lung tissue, and premaiure death. Small particles
penbetrate deeply into sensitive paris of the lungs and can cause
or worsen respiratory disease such as emphysema and
bromchitis, and agoravate oxisting heart disease,

é Water Duality Datacioration - Increased nitrogen loading in water
i

hodies, particularty coastal esluaries, upsets the chemical
balance of nutrents used by aguatic plants and animals.
Addiional mitrogen sccedersles "eutrophication,” which leads to
oxygen depletion and reduces fish and shellfish populations. KO
emissions in tha air are one of the largest sources of nitrogen
pallution in the Chesapeake Bay.
% Global Wamiag - One member of the NOx, nitrous oxide, is &
¥ greenhouse gas. it accumulates in the atmosphere with other
greevtiouse gasses cau2ing a graduel rige in the earih's
temperature This will kead to increased riska to human health, &
rise in the sea level, and other adverse changes to plant and
anlmal habhtat.
Toxic Chemicals - In the air, NOx reacts readily with cammon
arganic chemicals and even ozone, to form 2 wide varlety of taxic
products, some of which may cavse biclogicat mutations.
Examphas of theze chemicals Incitde the nitrata radical,
nitroarenes, and nitrogsarmines.
Visibjlity Ingpaimmen; - Nitrate parficies and nitrogan dioxide can
binck the transmission of light, reducing visibility in urban areas
and on a regional scale in our nalional parks.

) hu{l:.ﬁ'm_e_pn E;m:'m'n"urhmn'ir.lmn’h]lh_lﬂjﬂl Plﬂ"ﬂ nf2
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7. ' Line 96 Leak Detection System P

The City Council direcied staff 1o return with additional information regarding ‘Yenoco's request
to reduce the leak detection requirsrnents of Line 86. The Energy Division entered into a
services contract with The Bercha CGroup of Alberta Canada, who has extensive knowledge and
expertise in operational safsguards and risk analysis for hazardous pipeline cperatians.

Puring. the course of our review, we discovered that both ExxonMebil and Vences have failed 1o
operate the Line 98 leak detection system consistent with the requirements of Conditions 28 and
101 of their respective parmits for approximately 170 days, from October 13, 2003 through April
1.2004. Leak detection operational abnormalities alse ozcurred on several other dates dufing
calendar year 2003,

Staff visited the Yenoco Control Room gn Apri! t to determine if the systern was operational.
They discovered that the 24-Hour Flow Daviation parameter was not functioning  Staff ordered
immediate corrections and again visited the Venoco facility ol Aprii 2 to ensure that the system
was fully operational. The system is currently fu netioning as designed.  Staff will confinue ©
conduct weekly visits to the control room to ensure sperability of the system, including collection

of the data sheets, e N
The status of our invesﬂgaﬁnn'i&f April EWQE!IDM'_

— e

« Venooo, in conjunction with its technical consuttant, is stil inviastigating what caused the
failure in the leak detection reporting program on Octeber 13, 2003.

« Venoco provided a system print out that demenstrates that all pressure, temperature and
flow sensors are operatianal ' : '
Energy ohservad the real-time monitoring of the system.

«  \enooo has been suiveying the data on a daily basis and will continue to do zo underan -
updated report furmat which shows all operational parametars. : .

» Energy observed the updated system manitoring scréen that provides real ime graphical
ploting of the 5-minute, 1-hour and 24-hour readings.

« The data exist o reconstruct the 24-hour deviation data for the period from Cctobet 13,
2003 thraugh Aprit1, 2004, Venoco is working with lig-tethnicalcansultant on this
process and should be completed dusing the_week(of'ra.-‘lay g,

« At Energy's direction, Veneco is compiling uther pa rdata (5 minute flow deviation,
1 hour flow devigtion, pressure, flow, eto.) for the past six months.

8. .Li.l_'ie 86 Change of OwnerOperator
Mabil Pagcific Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of Exxonhiobit, has submitted & request fora
transfar of ownarship of Line 96 to the Elwood Pipeline Campany, a subsidiary of Venoco,

There is not-a prevailing ordinance to process this matter, nor dpes it make much serse to do
s0 absent resolution of the leak detection matter.
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August 13, 2004

Iz, MManna E. Brand

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-Zouth
Sacramento, CA 95825

Ee Comments on the EIE Notice of Preparation Scoping Document
Proposed Ellwood Marnne Terminal Lease Eenewal

Diear Mz, Brand:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Motice of Preparati on (IOF) for the proposed
Ellwood Manne Terminal lease renewal. The County 13 pleased that the State Lands
Commaission has chosen to prepare an Environmental Impact Eeport, due to the potentially
significant impacts identified in the scoping document.

Az was demonstrated at the public scoping hearing on August 4, there 15 significant public
concern with renewal of the lease. The concerns expressed included the overall physical
integrity of the aging marine terminal facilities, ongoing odor complaints, threats of ol spills to
Coal Oil Poant Eeserve and the Channel, unpacts on children’s health due to emissions, and the
overall safety considerations of a barging operation within and near these sensitive receptors.

The project area suppotrts some of the most sensitive coastal resources on the South Coast of
manta Barbara County, including the Coal Oil Point Eeserve. The Eeserve 15 replete with
sensitive, unique and endangered plant and animal species, and provides some of the last
remaining beneficial and rare wetland habitat remaining along our coast. In addition, the
Eeserve offers unique educational opportunities to local colleges and universities, visiting
researchers, local elementary and high schools, as well as a place of profound interest and
enjovment to local residents.

In addition, the area surrounding the marine terminal 13 the subject of along range planning
study entitled the ™ Joint Proposal for the Ellwood-Deverenx Coast” to establish planning and
policy guidance for future devel opment and resource protection, including the marine terminal
site. Additional area development may also be found in the EIR prepared for the Ocean
Meadows Eesidences project, dizscussed below.
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Ms. Mariyna B Brand

Califorria Stafe Laads Commission

Comments on Bllwood Marine Terming Lease Exfension NOF
August I3, 2004

Fage 2

Please consider our following comments in preparing the draft Envirenmental Impact Eeport.
We provide both General and Specific comments. For vour convenience, we 1dentify the NOP
page, section and paragraph to which the comments apply, where posaible.

reneral Comiments

1. The Ellwood MMarine Terminal 13 the last remaining and operational marine loading
facility in Santa Barbara County. Santa BEatbara County 13 currently in the process of
amending thewr Coastal policies and Coastal Zoning Ordinance to remove the provisions
for marine tankening. Only those facilities that are currently permitted and active
(Wenoco) will be permitted to continue in operations, including any lease extensions. If
these amendments are carmied forth, we asl that this information be considered within the
Cumulative Projects impact analysis.

In addition, we appreciate that the State has 1dentified a pipeline altemative to the
continued operation of the marine terminal. Both the Coastal Act and Local Coastal
Program policies recognize pipeline transportation as being to supenor to other methods,
such as tankenng and tucking, due to reduced operational risks. In considering the
pipeline alternative, please be aware that Venoco's Extended Field Development
application (suspended) has information on a pipeling alternative that may be helpful in
the enwvironmental analysis. In addition, vou might consider a pipeline alternative that
allows for atemporary extension of the marine terminal lease duning the duration of
pipeline construction.

2. The onshore pottion of the Marine Terminal lies on propetty leased from the Eegents of
the Tiversity of California, Santa Barbara, That lease runs through the year 2016, The
proposed State Lands Commission lease for the offshore portions would run through the
vear 2013 How does the State Lands Commission plan on reconciling these different
lease expiration dates? Are there plans to offer one year extensions for the remaining
three vears, and would there be a public process at that time?

) The zole production source for the Ellwood Marine Terminal 15 the Venoco Ellwood
Cnshore Processing Facility, connected to the marine tenminal by Line 96, One facility
cannot function without the other. Please explain how the State Lands Commission
would reconcile “stranding” the oftshore lease production should the decision be made
not to approve the lease renewal.

4. The Ellwood Marine Terminal suppotts the only marine il barge service in the Santa
Barbara Channel. BEecause of permit restrictions, the barge Jovalan 1z the only marine
vessel allowed to transport the Venoco crude ol Although the barge 15 regularly
inspected and maintained pursuant to maritime and other safety regulations, 1t s
nonetheless pethaps lacking in modern technol ogies that could reduce its potential
operattonal hazards. We ask that the EIE consider what additional safety measures could
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be added to the barge, including its replacement with a more modern vessel with a
double, or at least more secure hull design, to prevent leaks and spills. Additionally, we
ask that the EIE evaluate a tnore accurate cargo metering svstem to better account for
wolumes of il received and delivered. This would help in determining, or eliminating, a
potential leak source in the event of an o1l spall in the matine environment These
comments also apply to O Section 6.1.6 Hazards and Hazardous Maten als,

The Ellwood Manne Tertninal 13 located 2,200 feet southwest of the proposed
development site for the Ocean Meadows single-family residences. The consultant firm
TTES prepared an EIE for the Ocean Meadows Eesidences project, which includes both
single-family and multi-family development, az well as Ocean Meadows golf course
improvements and modifications. This EIE iz available on-line at:

|itien foreerr - ot ofsls orofel andev devrev proleciaf o el menfeirfdefanl biva|
b flewesesr oty odsl el aodesi s e pr o sciafocnnndErsell wias sl nidef aul f b b

The EIE addresses the potential hazards that couldresult to the proposed Ocean
Meadows development from upset conditions at the Ellwood Marine Terminal. The last
paragraph on Page 4.5-3 (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) of the EIE states that:

"4 risk assessment of the onshore Ellwood Marine Terminal, which 15 locate d within the
Wenoco Lease within the University's North Campus property (see Figure 4.5-1), was
prepared by PL G Engineers, Applied Scientists, and Management Consultants to assess
the potential nsk of fire, explosion, and release of toxic gas from the Ellwood Marine
Terminal (Wallace, Eoberts and Todd, 1997 The PLG analysis concluded that no
explosion hazard exists at the Ellwood IMarine Terminal . Fire-based thermal radiation
hazards exist at the Ellwood Marine Terminal facility and represent a potential hazard to
nearby areas. Although no ignition sources were identified at the Ellwood Marine
Terminal, the potential was reported for crude oil to spall, 1gnite, and burn. PLG reported
no scenarios that would lead to a catastrophic release of hydrogen sulfide gas from the
Ellwood Manne Terminal facility. Hewever, evaporation of hydrogen sulfide gas from a
pool of spilled crude ol could be expected at a concentrati on of 20 parts per million
(pptn) in air at distances up to 255 feet of the Ellwood Manne Terminal "

We ask that the lease extension EIE incorporate the above information, and utilize the
environmental setting information in the Oceans Meadows EIE as appropriate, for
consistency in analysis. Also, the preparers of the lease extension EIE should consider
whether other nearby populations could be affected by potential hydrogen sulfide (Ha3)
and other related pollutant exposures. Persons who may be affected include the
Tniversity Children’s Center, the Isla Vista Eletnentary School, the West Campus
Faculty Housing, and the Tuversity Student Housing.
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The Ellwood Marine Terminal 15 an aging facility, with continued exposure to the harsh
condittons of the marine environment. The MOP 1dentifies that the entirety of the manine
terminal operations will be reviewed 1n the EIE including the tanks, pump house and
matine loading line. Due to the dynamic beach conditions in the wicinity caused
primarily by winter wave action, the marine loading line iz often exposed and at greater
risk from the natural elements as well as third party damage. In order to ensure the safe
operations of the loading line, a number of veatly and asneeded inspections are required
of Venoco which include:

. Annual hydrotest of the pipeline as required by the State Lands
COMmIss1on,

. Long Eange Guided Ultrasonic Screening Inspection (GUL)

. WVisual inspections of the loading line by Venoco to ensure that the free
span does not exceed 307,

. In addition, Venoco's commitiment to repair the external coating on the
loading line when exposed by wanter storms, or as the situaton warrants.

In addition to the abowe, we ask that the EIE include a free span stress analysiz of the
loading line to determine the cumulative effect of the repeated settling that has occurred
over its years of operations.

The EIE shouldinclude a detailed baseline project description. This baseline
determination will be critical in 1dentifing potential impacts and their significance. The
current processing throughput 12 approximatel y 3 800 barrels per day, limited physically
by reservolr productivity and technically by Air Pollution Control District permit
emission restrictions. However, the actual permitted o1l and gas throughput volumes are
20 thousand barrels per day and 20 million standard cubic feet per day, respectively.
Currently, the only oil and gas throughput at the Ellwood Onshore Processing Facility 13
from Platform Helly, producing from the South Ellwood Field. There currently 1z a
Eecommissioning Plan under consideration by the State Lands Commission for State
Lease 421, To proceed, the Eecommissioning Plan would also require City penmits. As
proposed, that production would also enter the Ellwood Marine Terminal wia Line 96 for
barge transport. The estimated production life of that lease 12 approzimately 12 vears,
with an estimated peak producti on rate of 680 barrels per day the first vear, and 113
barrels per day the last yvear.

opecific Comments

1.

=mection 3. Lease History, page 1 — It 1z unclear whether the 1297 lease assignment to
Wenoco was Lor 10 years, or for the remaining period of the previcus lease holder. Also,
pleaze clarify 1f Venoco has received vearly extensions of the prewious lease, and why a
10 year lease renewal would only run through 2013, rather than 2014 or even 2013,
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depending upon the lease renewal processing timeline. This comment applies also to all
other instances i the NOP where a 10 year lease 15 identified.

Section 4. Description of Proposed Project, page 2, first paragraph — The term “dedicated
karge” should be replaced in the ETIE with "Barge Jovalan™ as that barge 1s named
specifically in the facility permits and certificates of Dinancial liability and cannot be
substituted without formal modifications.

mection 6.1 Potentially Significant Impacts to be Addressed in the EIE, page 3, first
paragraph — The lease period iz listed as 10 years, but as 1dentified in General Comment
2, there 15 a three vear discrepancy between the end date of the marine lease and the
TCEE land lease. Please clarify in the EIE how that discrepancy will be handled.

section 6.1.2 Biological Eesources —In addition to the identified sensitive resources, the
EIE should evaluate the potential impacts to the greater Coal Oil Point Eeserve, which
encompasses and extends beyvond the resources noted in the NOP. The Eeserve 15 of
local, regional and national significance because of its unique and endangered habitat
diversity. The Eeserve provides vital onsite educational and research opportunities,
including tours for academicians, local residents and wisitors. As such, the impact
analvsis should include the potential impacts on the entirety of the Eeserve’s
opportunities, not just the physical enwironmm ent.

wection 6.1.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, page 8 - In order to reduce the potential
For marine and onshore upsets, mitigation measures should include a full technical
operati onal integrity analysis of both the offshore and onshore, including the tanks,
piping {onshore and offshore) and the barge Jovalan. The barge loading and safety
procedures should be evaluated, including whether the barge 13 permitted to load during
adverse weather conditions, and whether there 15 adequate spill prevention equipment
etther on the barge, immediately onshore, or in the vicinity to address a worst case spall.

(Mo Section number) Fire Protection/Em ergency (Oil Spill) Response, page 11 — The EIR
should include a discussion and analysis of the adequacy of the local o1l spill response,
including the County Fire Department, Cffice of Emergency Services, the industry
cooperative network, and Clean Seas. This will help in determining the potential
significance of any impacts to these emergency response resources.

section 6.3 Preliminary Listing of Alternatives to be Addressed in the EIE —In
evaluating potential alternatives, we recommend that the EIE utilize screening criteria
that address environmental, econiomic, social and technol ogical factors, as appropriate.
Wlany of these criteria can be adapted for this project from the County of Santa Barbara’s
Siting Gas Processing Facilities, Screening and Siting Critena An example of using the
adapted criteria can be found in the Moline Gas Project Final EIE (95-EIE -02), SCH#
95031016,
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H. Section 6.3 1 Mo Project Alternative — As stated in General Comment 3, please reconcile
the impact of this alternative on the continued operation of the Ellwood Onshore 13-18

Processing Facility, and the production of the South Ellwood Field.

9 mection 632 Construct a Mew Pipeline Alternative — In devel oping this alternative, it
should be made clear that the tanks at the Ellwood Manine Terminal would not be used
For storage, and that new storage would be necessary at etther the Ellwood Onshore
Processing Facility (ECOF) o other identified upland sites. The feasibility of adding
additional storage at the EOF must take into account the fact that the EOF site 15 zoned
Eecreation, and the facility 15 a legal non-conforming use. This zoning designation and
non-conforming use status greatly limits any future development at the EOF site, unless
the modifications can be demonstrated to provide a public health or environmental
benefit.

Without exception, pipelines are superior to all other modes of oil and gas transportation,
especially manne tankering. This 15 espectally true with the ongeing Mational state of 13-20
emergency and the apparent vulnerability of the marine tinkering facilities. As such, we

ask that the pipeline alternative be developed to a project level of detail.

Thiz concludes our comments on the Notice of Preparation for the propesed Ellwood

MarineTerminal lease extension. If vou have any questions, please feel free to contact Eewin
Drude of my staff at (203) 562-251%

Sincerely,

-TEVE CHAZE
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

o Fred Stouder, Goleta City Manager
Terry Dressler, Air Pollution Control District
Alison Dettmer, California Coastal Comimission
Bob Poole, Western State Petroleum Association
Environmental Coalition of Santa Barbara
David Sangster, Area Eesident

gronpleneipyiaplelbroodvenocclentilese wnear alnopoonerents - Coanty
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Ifs. MManna E. Brand

California State Lands Commission
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-Zouth
Sacramento, CA 95825

Ee Comments on the EIE Notice of Preparation Scoping Document
Proposed Ellwood Marnne Terminal Lease Eenewal

Diear MMz Brand

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Motice of Preparation (TMOF) for the
proposed Ellwood IMarine Terminal lease renewal. The City of Goletais pleased that the
wtate Lands Commission has chosen to prepare an Environmental Impact Eeport, due to
the potentially significant impacts identified in the scoping document.

Az was dem onstrated at the public scoping hearing on August 4, there 15 significant
public concern wath renewal of the lease. The concerns expressed included potential
impacts on children’s health due to emissions, the overall safety considerations of a
barging operation within and near sensitive receptors, the overall physical integnty of the
aging marine terminal facilities, cngoing odor complaints, and threats of o1l spills to the
sensitive resources within and nearby the City’s junsdiction along the Ellwood Coast.
Thaosze resources include the nature preserve that the City 15 currently trying to secure. At
the State level, more than $10 million has been invested by the Wildlife Conservation
Board, the Coastal Conservancy and Caltrans EEMP toward the establishing the preserve.
Further, an $800,000 federal investment has also been committed to this preservation
project.

Another sensitive resource of concern 15 the Coal Oil Point Eeserve. The Eeserve is
replete with sensitive, unique and endangered plant and animal species, and provides
some of the last remaining beneficial and rare wetl and habitat remaining along our coast.
In addition, the Eeserve offers unique educational opportunities to local colleges and
universifies, visiting researchers, local eletnentary and high schools, as well as a place of
profound interest and enjoyment to local residents.

In addition, the area surrounding the marine terminal 12 the subject of along range

planning study entitled the “Joint Proposal for the Ellwood-Devereuz Coast”™ to establish
planning and pelicy guidance for future devel opment and resource protection, including
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the marine terminal site. Additional area devel opment may also be found in the ETE
prepared for the Ocean Meadows Eesidences project, discussed below.

Please consider our following comments in preparing the draft Environmental Impact
Eeport. We provide both General and Specific comments. For your convenience, we
1dentify the NOP page, section and paragraph to which the comments apply, where
possible.

Teneral Comments

1.

The Ellwood Marine Terminal 15 the last remaining and operati onal tmarine
loading facility in Santa Barbara County. Santa Barbara County 15 currently in
the process of amending their Coastal policies and Coastal Zomng Ordinance to
remove the provisions for marine tankering. Only those facilities that are
currently permitted and active (Venoco) will be permitted to continue in
operations, including any lease extensions. If these amendments are carned forth,
we ask that this information be considered wathin the Cumulative Projects impact
analysis.

The onshore portion of the Marine Terminal lies on property leased from the
Eegents of the University of California, Santa Barbara. That lease runs through
the vear 2016, The proposed State Lands Commission lease for the offshore
portions would run through the vear 2013, How does the State Lands
Comnission plan on reconciling these different lease expiration dates? Are there
plans to offer one vear extensions for the remaining three vears, and would there
be apublic process? Alse, would any site clean up efforts occur during the lease
extension penod, or would that happen after the lease has expired?

The zole production source for the Ellwood Marine Terminal 15 the Venoco
Ellwood Onshore Processing Facility, connected to the manne terminal by Line
96, One facility cannot function without the other. Please explain how the State
Lands Cominission would reconcile “stranding™ the offshore leasze production
should the decision be made not to approve the lease renewal. In that regard,
please explain if this renewal process 1s truly discretionary, or does the facility
operating history provide a vested rights guarantee of lease renewal.

The Ellwood Manne Terminal supports the only marine o1l barge service in the
Santa Barbara Channel. Because of permit restrictions, the barge Jowalan 15 the
only marine vessel allowed to transpott the Venoco crude ol Although the barge
15 regulatly inspected and mantaned pursuant to mantime and other safety
regulations, itis nonetheless perhaps lacking in modern technologies that could
reduce its potential operational hazards. We ask that the EIE consider what
additional safety measures could be added to the barge, including 1ts replacement
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